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When the geodesic becomes rigid in the directed landscape

Zhipeng Liu*
July 13, 2022

Abstract

When the value L of the directed landscape at a point (p;q) is sufficiently large, the geodesic from
p to q is rigid and its location fluctuates of order L% around its expectation. We further show that
at a midpoint of the geodesic, the location of the geodesic and the value of the directed landscape after
appropriate scaling converge to two independent Gaussians.

1 Introduction

Recently, there have been huge developments on the study of the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang universality class
[BDJ99. Joho0, Joho3, BEPS07, [TWOS, TW09, BCT4, MQRI7, DOVIS, JRIY, Liuld). Very recently, a
four-parameter random field, the directed landscape, was constructed from one specific model in the class,
the Brownian last passage percolation [DOVIS]. It is believed that the directed landscape is the limiting
law for all the models in the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang universality class, and this has been confirmed for several
classic models [DV21].

For the directed landscape, a lot of information is known, including the finite-dimensional distributions
[MQR17, [JR19, [Liul9]. On the other hand, less is known about the geodesic. There are studies on the
properties of the geodesic very recently [BSS17, [Ham20, [HS20, [BHSIS, BGH21, BGH19, [BF20, [DSV20,
[DV21]. However, the explicit one-point distribution of the point-to-point geodesic was only
obtained in [Liu21].

The goal of this paper is to investigate one property of the geodesic in the directed landscape using the
formula obtained in [Liu21]. We first introduce some notations and properties about the directed landscape
and its geodesic. Let L(x, s;y,t) be the directed landscape. It satisfies the metric composition law

L(,739,) = max (£(,732,5) + £z, 53, 1)) (1)
zE

for any fixed r < s <t and z,y € R, and hence it has the reverse triangle inequality
L(x,r;y,t) > L(x,r;2,8) + L(z,8;y,1). (1.2)

The geodesic in the directed landscape £ from (x,7) to (y, t) is a continuous path 7 = 7 ..,y ; which maximizes
the following length with respect to £

k
inf o _if z; L(n(si-1), si-1;7(s1), 51)- (1.3)
1=
It has been proved in [DOVIS] that such a directed geodesic exists and is unique almost surely. Moreover,
one can prove that the geodesic has the following properties

law

gy t((1—8)r +st) = (t— T‘)2/37T070;0)1(8) +((1—=s)z+sy), se][0,1], (1.4)
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where "2 means that the two sides have the same law, and
ﬁ(ﬂ'm,r;y,t((l - 51)7” + Slt)a (1 - Sl)T + Slt; Wm,r;y,t((l - 52)T + 52t)7 (1 - SQ)T + 52t>
law
= (t = )P L(m0,00,1(51)s 515 M0,0:0,1 (2), 52) (1.5)

— 2t — 7)Y (m0,00,1(52) — To.0:01(51)) (y — 7) — 2L (y — 2)?

t—r
for any s1, so satisfying 0 < s; < s < 1. In other words, the goedesic 7, ., + has the same law as 7 00,1
after rescaling, and the directed landscape along the geodesic 75 r.y + has the same law as along g 00,1 after
shifting and rescaling. These two properties can be obtained straightforwardly using the formula (3] and
the stationarity and rescaling properties of £ described in [DOV18, Lemma 10.2]. Hence we do not provide
details here.

In this paper, we will fix the point (0,0;0,1). Denote II(s) = m0,0.0,1(s), 0 < s < 1, the geodesic from
(0,0) to (0,1). We also denote L(s) = £(0,0;II(s), s) for 0 < s < 1. We remark that the fact II(s) is on the
geodesic implies L(s) + L(II(s), s;0,1) = £(1).

The main result of this paper is about the fluctuations of II(s) and L(s) when £(1) = L becomes
large. In the following theorem, the conditional probability P (A | £(1) = L) should be understood as
limeo4 P(A| £(1) — L € (—¢,¢)), for an event A.

Theorem 1.1 (Rigidity of the geodesic). For any fized s € (0,1) and x1,x2,¢1,02 € R satisfying x1 < 2
and €1 < lo, we have

1/4 _
lim P (LH(S) € (21, 22), L(s) —sL (01,6)

L—o0 s(1—29) V/s(1—s)L1/4 <

L(1) = L)

(1.6)
T2 22
= [ wwas [ ao
T El
where p is the probability density function of the standard Gaussian distribution
L o R 1.7
r) = e 2, zek .
p(x) Nor (1.7)

2L (s)  L(s)—sL
\/5(175) ’ \/s(lfs)ﬁl/‘1

of two standard Gaussian densities as L — oo.

Equivalently, the conditional joint density of

given L(1) = L converges to the product

Remark 1.2. Theorem[I1] implies that I1(s) becomes very rigid when L becomes large. It fluctuates of order
L=Y* and has Gaussian distribution after rescaling

1/4
lim P (L 1(s)

s(1—s) € (a1,22)

L—oo

L(1) = L) = /W p(z)dz. (1.8)

The rigidity of the geodesic conditioned on large L is not surprising. For example in [BG19], the authors
were able to show that in the directed last passage percolation model with i.i.d. exponential weights, if the last
passage time is (4 + 8)n, then the geodesic fluctuates of order n'/>+°W) which is far smaller than the typical
fluctuation order n*/3 when the last passage time is about 4n + O(n'/3). If we write § = cn=2/3L, then
TI(s) - n2/3 has an order n'/?. So heuristically TI(s) fluctuates as O(n='/%) = O(L=*) which is consistent
with our result above. However, the limiting distribution of 1I(s) was not known to our best knowledge.
Theorem [T also implies that L(s) fluctuates of order LY* and has Gaussian distribution after rescaling

: L(s) —sL
ngr;oP (T S (El,[g)

£(1) = L) - /bp(@cw. (1.9)

Both the fluctuation order and the limiting distribution were not known to our best knowledge.



Remark 1.3. One can show that

. <2L1/4H(s) L(s)—sL € (00, t)

Vs(l—s) (z1,2) " /s(1—s)L1/4

_/:zp(a:)dx/:Q p(0)de + L3/ \/ﬁ/

when L becomes large. The error terms can be explicitly evaluated by a more careful calculation using the
same argument of this paper. However, the calculation is quite cumbersome so we do not include it here.

L£(1) = L)

z)dx / Ip(£)de + O(L™3/?)

By combing the equations (L4)) and (L), and Theorem [I1] we have the following general result for the
geodesic from (x,r) to (y,t), conditioned on L(x,r;y,t) goes to infinity.

Corollary 1.4. Suppose z,y € R, and r,t € R>o are all fired. Assume that r < t. Conditioned on
L(x,r;y,t) = L goes to infinity, we have
2L (M iyt (L= 8)7 + st) — (1 — s)a + sy))
(t—1r)3/4/s(1 — s)

and
L(x,r;mp (1= s)r + st), (1 — s)r + st) — sL

(t =1 oL = )L

converge to two independent standard Gaussians in distribution.

Our approach relies on the explicit joint density function of L(s) = £(0,0;II(s),s), L(1) — L(s) =
L(II(s), s;0,1) and II(s) which was obtained very recently [Liu21]. As we mentioned at the beginning of this
paper, [Liu2l] gives the first explicit formula of the one-point distribution of the point-to-point geodesic.
However, the formula in [Liu21] looks very complicated and people might doubt whether such a formula has
any probabilistic applications. This paper provides a simple but beautiful application.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section[2] we introduce the joint density function mentioned
above. Then we prove Theorem [I.1] In Section Bl
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2 The joint density function

In this section, we introduce the joint density function of £(s), £(1) — L(s) and II(s), which was obtained in
[Liu21l Corollary 1.6]. We rephrase it as follows.

Proposition 2.1 ([Liu2l]). The joint density function of L(s), L(1) — L(s) and II(s) is
2 2
p(&—l—x—,ﬁg—l—x—,?x;s), (2.1)
s 1-s

where p(l1, L2, x; 8) is the joint density function introduced in [Liu2ll], and as described in (22)) below.
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Figure 1: The three contours in the left half plane from left to right are I't, j5,I't, and I't, out respectively,
and the three contours in the right half plane from left to right are I'r ous, I'r and I'r in respectively.

We need to introduce six contours before introducing the function p. Suppose I't, in, ', and I't, oyt are
three disjoint contours on the left half plane each of which starts from e~27/300 and ends to e2™/300. Here
I'zin is the leftmost contour and I'y, oyt is the rightmost contour. The index “in” and “out” refer to the
relative location compared with —oo. Similarly, suppose I'g in, I'r and I'r oyt are three disjoint contours on
the right half plane each of which starts from e~™/300 and ends to e™/300. Here the index “in” and “out”
refer to the relative location compared with +o00, hence I'g i, is the rightmost contour and I'r oyt is the
leftmost contour. See Figure [ for an illustration of these contours.

The probability density function p(¢1, ¢2,x; s) is defined to be
dz 1
p(fl,ég,:v;s) = Om Z WT;ﬂhkz(z;él,fg,w;S) (22)
k1,k2>1
with

Ty ko (2341, 42, 5 5)
k1 (1)

~ 11 (- / SR / g\ (1 / ) / dnl))
T 1=z Jp,,, 27 -2z Jp, ., 27 1=z Jpg,, 27 11—z 'R out omi

11_1
2) 1
dn( e, 1 Mg (M0 (€2 0,) 1) 0. @ o2y (2.3)
1 ) 1 . 1. 2. . H(é N 76 N )
IL 27T1 Z f1(77( ),él)fz(n( )752)

(ae) W’?“’))z A€ 1)AM;€?)
(30T AETEDAmDn®)

121

1

where the vectors £(9 = (5;2), S 5(5)) and n¥) = (779, S 7771(5)) for ¢ € {1,2}, the functions fi,f; are
defined by

2
£1(C: 1) = exp (—243 -5+ (él - Z—S) <) ,
(

1-23) 1 x? (24)
f2((; = -3 —x(? -
2(Gita) mewp (- 550604 x4 (- 75 ¢)).
and the function H is defined by
H(EW,nM;€® ) = —1128‘1* + %S% - %Slsg (2.5)

with

S; = S;(eM,nW;e® n®) i_: (( (1)) (m(l)) ) i <(§(2)) (m(z)) ) (2.6)



We also used the notations

n

AW):= T (j—w), AW W) =] [](w:i—wi), fW)=]]f(w)

1<i<j<n i=14'=1 i=1

for any two vectors W = (w1, -+ ,w,) € C* and W' = (wi,--- ,w),) € C" and any function f : C — C.
Here we allow the empty product and set it to be 1.

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

It is well known that £(1) has the GUE Tracy-Widom distribution Fgyg (L), which can be defined by

oo

Feup(L) = exp <—/L

in terms of the Hastings-McLeod solution u = u(¢) to the Painlevé-II equation

(¢—L) u2(£)d€) (3.1)

u = fu+ 2u®, u(l) _§43/2(1 +o0(1)), as {£— oc. (3.2)

1
- 2\/%61/46

It is known from the above formulas (see, for example [BBD08| equation (25)] for the expansion of the
squared root of Foyg(L)) that Foyr(L) has the following right tail behavior

1 _4ar3/2
FGUE(L) ~1-— We 3 y as L — o0, (33)
and its density function feug(L) has
1
forp(L) ~ ——e 37 as L — 0. (3.4)
8L

Here and afterwards, we use ~ to denote the leading order asymptotics if the next order term is not needed
in our analysis.
Now we come to the proof of Theorem [Tl For fixed s € (0,1) and z,¢ € R, we denote

X =X(L):= ay/s(l—s)

L1/4 ’
22(1 —s)

Ly = Li(L) := sL++/s(1 — s)LY*0 + I (3.5)

.’IJ2S

Ly = Lo(L) := (1 —s)L — \/s(1 — s)LY*0 + TAYER

In order to show Theorem [[.1] it is sufficient to prove, by using Proposition 2.1l the following asymptotic
result holds uniformly for x and £ on compact intervals

lim s(l—s)p(Ll,Lg,X;s): 1 vl 1

L—o0 feur(L) Ver V2m

where feugr(L) is the probability density function of L.

e 37 (3.6)

Inserting B.4)) in (B0), we find that ([B.0) is equivalent to

1

Ly, Lo, X;8) = —s
Pl Lo X38) = e =o)L

eI (73O 1)), s Lo (37)

uniformly for x and £ on compact intervals.
Recall the definition ([2:2) of p. We have the following two lemmas.



Lemma 3.1. With the scaling (35), we have

dZ 1 473/2 1092 2
S L1 Ly X:i8)=——— 3L ( —3 (7 +a%) 1 ) 3.8
ﬁ 27Ti(1—Z)2 1,1(Z7 1, L2, 78) 167T25(1—S)L6 3 e z +0( ) ( )

as L — oo, where the error term o(1) holds uniformly for x and € on compact intervals.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose |z| =1 € (0,1) is fixzed. With the scaling B3l), for any fized € € (0,1), there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that for sufficiently large L, we have

T o (25 L, La, X;5)| < KEV2HE (4 Jog) (10200 k= 252 bt (=02 (3 g)
for all kv, ko > 1.

The proof of these two lemmas will be given in the following two subsections. Now we use these two
lemmas to show B1). Using (Z2]), we write

dz
— T s Ly, Lo, X
27T1(1 —Z)2 1,1(Z7 1,42, 38)

dz 1
— ——T s L1, Lo, X5s).
T, L e Tt e X5

ki+k2>3
k1,k2>1

p(L1, L2, X s) —?g
(3.10)

By Lemma [B] the first term on the right hand side of (BI0) gives the desired leading term in (37). We
then apply Lemma for the second term on the right hand side of (B.I0) and obtain

dz 1
91 — 2 T “L1.Lo. X:
%z—r 2mi(1 — 2)? 2 (1 ko) kika (2 L1, Lo, X5 5)

k1+k2>3
ki,ka>1
Sj{ |(17Z|2 Z %kllﬁmkéczﬂ(kl_|_kz)(k1+k2)/2ck1+k2ef‘M{Tfe)(sklﬂlfs)l@)m/z (3.11)
|z|=r 27T|1 - Z| kitha>3 (kllkgl)
k1,k2>1
< C" max efw(shﬂlfs)’”)ﬁ/2
ki1+k2>3
k1,ka>1

for sufficiently large L, where C' is a constant given by

|dZ| 1 k1/2; ka/2
C/:]{ 2|1 — 2|2 > mkll/ KE22 (o 4 ) eatha) 2tk
|z|=r Ky >3 1!1ks!
k1,k2>1

Note that the above sum in the definition of C’ is absolutely convergent using the Stirling’s approximation
formula. On the other hand, we can choose e small enough such that @(skl + (1= 9)k2) > % for all
k1 + ko > 3 and kq, ks > 1. Then the second term on the right hand side of ([BI0) is negligible compared to

the first term as L becomes large. Hence we complete the proof of ([B7)).

It remains to prove the two lemmas. We provide the proof in the following two subsections.

3.1 Proof of Lemma [3.7]

In the proof below, we fixed x and ¢ for simplification. However, it is easy to check that the proof is also
valid uniformly for  and ¢ on compact intervals since our error terms depend on x and £ continuously.



Since k1 = ko = 1, we drop the subscript 1 in the integration variables for simplification
¢ =gV, g0 =", @ =g and n®=p?. (3.12)

Recall the formula for Ty in ([Z3]). We realize that if we expand the integrals, there are four possible

combinations in Ty ;
1 1
oz ’ 1—2z ’
I'Lin /TR,in YT /TR I'iout YI'rin /I'L /T
1
1— 9 —Z )
z l—‘L,im l—‘R,out FL I_‘R I_‘L,ouﬁ I_‘R,ouﬁ l—‘L FR

where we ignore the integrand for simplification. Now if we take the z integration fo 2771(?72_2)2 for these four
combinations, clearly only the first one survives

ST AR AN -

Now we write down the explicit formula for the above integrals, also note

H(EW, nW56@,0®) = (€0 =) =)V — @)D - ) (3.15)

which follows from a direct calculation. We obtain

(3.13)

dz
— T s Ly, Lo, X
ﬁ 27T1(1 —Z)2 1,1(Z7 1,42, 75)

/ de® / dn® / de® / dn® e91 (€M) eo2(€™) (e® — @) (1) — 5(2))
I'Lin

B 2mi 2mi 27i 27 e91 (M) eg2(n®) (5(1 — )(5(2 — ))

(3.16)

where

1—s

2
0i(6) = — 326" — LXE (Ll - —) e (Lz - X—_S)> £ (@)

41

Now we apply a standard steepest descent analysis to (BI6). Note that if we only consider the leading
term, g1(£) ~ s (—€3/3 4+ L¢) and g2(€) ~ (1 — s)(—€*/3 + LE) by B3). Thus the main contribution of the
integral comes from ¢, €2 ~ —/L and (), n(® ~ /L. To further analyze the integral we need to zoom
in a neighborhood of these two points.

We deform the contours I'y, with « = {L,in}, {L}, {R,in}, and {R}, in the following way. Here the braces
are just introduced to avoid notation confusion but they should not appear in the subscripts. For example,
1—‘* = FL,in if x = {L,in}.

The contour I'y has a vertical part rSf’

(@)

*

X 1
- — ~5 Ry Ve Ve {m( :—longu(l)glogL}, x = {L,in},

X 1 —1/4 —1/4 i0(2) (2 =
- — - . - < < o
2(1 S) \/Z—i— 51 / 1 SEL + L {1u logL <wu log L} , X {L}, (3.18)

X 1 /1-—
s +VL+ B —SEL_1/4 + LV {iv(l) :—logL < oM < logL} , * = {R,in},
s V s
X Vs s p-ua [ ®)
— = — . — < < =
2(1_S>+\/E 5 l—sgL + L {w logL <w _logL}7 x = {R},




(err)

and a second part I'y" ’/ containing two rays

_Ts_ﬁ__\/ia' VA L7 4 log L+ e527/3 . Ry, x = {L,in},
(exn) 2(1_ 5) ~VL+ = \/7@; I 1/410gL—|—ei27”/3 Rsq, *={L},
e = T U [T=s, tasoan y |

R e

er\/f— 5 iS€L71/4iiL71/410gL+€iﬂi/3'Rzo, «— (R},

(3.19)

Note that the contours I't, i, and I'r i, do not intersect during the deformation, similarly I't, and I'g do not
intersect. Thus the denominator in the integrand of (3I6) does not vanish during the deformation of these

contours.
Now we estimate g; on ) and 0™ respectively.

For
X 1 /1-—
(= ~5s FVLF 51/—S€L_1/4+L_1/4iw, —logL <w <loglL,
s s

we have, after inserting (3.5]) and using Taylor expansion,
X3 XI
T _ _
(91 © <24s2 2s ) )

2 enlert)

= ——sLB/2 Vs S)OL3/* — 1 —5)0% — i(l —s)a? — sw? + O(L™3/*(log L)%).

For
X L Jl=s, 1 —1/4; :
C=—£$\/Z$§ T@L + L 110gL+($1+\/§1)w, w € R,
or

X 1 1=
(=-5-FVLF 51/TS€L‘1/4 — L Y4log L + (F1 — V3i)w, w € Rso,

we have, after a tedious but straightforward calculation,

+ Re (gl(o - (%; - %))

3
— Re <:F§ (<+%> + 1 <<+%>>

L3/2 V(1= s)eL?/* — 1 — 52 — 3(1 —s5)2? — s(log L)? + O(L™%/*(log L)®)

- %w?’ (2sLY? + \/s(1 — s)ﬁL’l/‘l +2v3sL™ 4 log L)w?
- (2\/§5L1/4 log L+ sL~Y2(log L)% + /35(1 — s)(L~"/2log L

+$2(14_ S)L—1/2 1 ;S€2L_1/2> w,

where the error term is independent of w. Note that the w terms behaves like —
2v/3sLY*log Lw as L becomes large.

8s
3

(3.20)

(3.21)

(3.22)

(3.23)

(3.24)

3 _ 2SL1/2w2 _



Similarly, for

¢= 2(1X j FVL+ % T S (VA4 L™ Y*%w, —logL <w <logL, (3.25)
s V1%
we have
X3 X Lo
+ _
92(0) + <24(1 —52 21— s)>)
1—5 X 3 X
= - +7 -z (3.26)
- 3 (C 2(1—5)) Q(C 2(1—5))
—%(1 =)L+ /(1 = )L — 3852 - %8962 — (1= s)w? + O(L™*/*(log L)*).
For
(= 31 —s) FVL+ % /1 ; Ser 14 4 L™ Y4log L4 (F1 4+ V3w, w € Rx, (3.27)
or
¢ = 209 FVL+ % /1 ; S0L Y4 — LV log L+ (F1 — V3w, w € R, (3.28)
we have

w0+ (g - 5

5 (e i) o <<—2<%>>)

1 1
1—s) L%+ \/s(1 — s)0L%* — Z - ZS$2 — (1 —s)(log L)? + O(L3/*(log L)?) (3.29)
L (a1 = )LV — /30— )L 4 2VB(1 — )L log Ly
—(2\/5(1—5)L1/410gL+(1—s)L 2(log L)? — \/3s(1 — s)¢L™?log L

+IT2SL*1/2 - 2€2L1/2> w.

Il H
7 7

/__\/_\
_H

ooC»DIl\D

—3(
(

We remark that the only differences between these two formulas ([8.26]), (3:29) and two previous ones (3:21)), (8.24))
are the switch of s and 1 — s, and the change of the sign before ¢.

Inserting these formulas (3:21), (3:24), (3.26) and B29) in BI6]), we know that the main contribution
of the integral comes from the contours I‘iL). Also note that
(€M — @) (n™ — @) ~
(O =) (@ —y@) =

when all the variables are close to —vL (for £&®) and VL (for V). Here we use the notation = for the
leading order asymptotics. We obtain, after changing the integration variables,

dz
— T s Ly, Lo, X
fg 27‘(1(1 —Z)2 1,1(Z7 1,442, 75)

(3.30)

_473/2_142_ 1.2
e~ 3L 307 —3w
~

1674L

//// o= s (M) =50 ) - (1-5)(u®)? = (1-9)(©)2 1, (D D du @ do @
[—log L,log L]*

7éL3/2 122 1 22

(3.31)

22

1672s(1 — s)L



This proves Lemma B3]

3.2 Proof of Lemma

We fix three positive constants ci, ¢z, c3 satisfying ¢; < ca < ¢3 < 2¢;. We change the integration variables
and deform the contours as follows

51‘(11) _ —\/f— cs -1/4 +];1/4 i2ﬁi/3u§11)7

for € €Tpm=—VL e L V44 L7V 4F2mBR
51(22) VL — L™V & L—1/4ei27ri/3u§22)7

for €2 €Ty, = VL —cL V4 4 L-V4H2mBR,,,
5(1) = VL — e L™V 4 [ V/AERm/3 (1)
i1

for €1 €Tpou=—VL - LV 4 L7/ 4eH2mBR,,,
77“ \/_+C3L 1/4—|—L 1/4 %mi/3,, ()

for 7" € Triw = VL + 3L~ i + LY AET AR
7712 — VI + co L~ V4 4 [~ V/AeET/3y, ( )

for n§2) elrR=VL+cL Y+ L 1/4ei”i/3R20
mll) _ \/_—|—01L 1/4+L 1/4 %mi/3,, (1)
() €I'r,out = VL + L™ 1/4 + L_1/46i7ri/3R20.

11

(3.32)

for n

Note that these contours are nested in the order as in the definition.
Recall the definition of g1 and g2 in (BIT). We show that with the above change of variables and the

deformed contours,

11 )

21— ¢/2
Re (gl(@(f))) < —%sﬁ/? +m(ul’;s), forall €Y €T UL ou,

2(1 —¢/2
Re (92(6)) < -2 102 4 mu®i1—), foral €2 ey,

3 3.33
Re ( gl(ng))) < —MSLB/2 + m(vg); s), for all 771(11) € I'kin UT'R outs ( )
Re (—gg(ng))) < —2(1%6/2)(1 —5) L% + m(vg);l —s), forall 771(22) el'r
for any fixed € > 0 and sufficiently large L, where
m(w; s) := —sw?. (3.34)

The proof of these inequalities are similar so we only prove the first one.
We drop the scripts and write £ = —v/L — cL ™4 4w (—14v/3i)L~/4, where w € R, and ¢ € {c1,c3}.
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Recall the scaling ([B.35]). We have

Re (91(€))
——%Re<( VL~ (c+w)L 1/4+\/§le/41)3>

—%Re(( VL - (c+w)L 1/4+\/§wL_1/4i)2)

+ (Ll - —) (c+w)L™Y4 4 \/ngfl/‘li)

2 3 54 (3.35)
3sL + O(L**) + (—2sw? + 2scw — /s(1 — s)(x + £)w)

+ (—%911}3 — 2scw? + xv/s(1 — s)w? + (sc — \/s(1 — s))cw) L=3/4
2
= —53L3/2 + m(w; s) + O(L**) + (—sw? + 2scw — /s(1 — s)(z + O)w)

8
+ (—gsw3 — 2scw? + xv/s(1 — 8)w? + (sc — x/s(1 — s))cw) L=3/4

where the term O(L3/4) is independent of w. Note that when w < L3/8, the last two w terms in the above
expression are bounded by L3/4. When w > O(L3/®), the last two w terms behave like —sw? — %sw3L_3/4

which is negative. Thus we have Re (g1(£)) < —MSL3/2 + m(w;s) for sufficiently large L and any
§ €Il in UL out-

We need two more estimates before we prove Lemma They were obtained in [Liu21] so we do not
provide the proof. The first one is (see (3.12) of [Liu21])

2 (A69) (A0 A€ iy)am0:e?)
P (A(gw;n(@)f AEY;€2)AMmM;n@)

(3.36)
/2, ks 1 o1 1
< EVPESP (kg o kg (R h2) /2 H 11
Ao dist(€() dist(nl)) 52 dist(&]) dist(n”)

where dist(¢) is the distance between ¢ € I, and the contours I't, jn UTL, UTL outTRjin UTR UTR out \ T In
our choice of contours, it is easy to see that dist(() = @cL’l/4 for ¢ € {¢3 — ¢2,¢2 — c1}. Hence we have

(56)” (5" A n®)a00:6%)
ey (A(éf);nm)f INGRIRINVISIIE)

(3.37)
\/g —2]{}1 2]{}2
< klfl/2k§2/2(k1 + kz)(k1+k2)/2 (7 min{cs — ¢a, ¢ — c1}> L(k1tk2)/2
The second estimate is, see (3.13) of [Liu21],
k1
HED, Wi, 0®)| < T n(ielDa(ni) H h(I DA ), (3.38)
i1:1 12 1

where h(y) := (1 4+ vy +y? + v~
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Inserting the estimates (8.33)), (3317) and (B3]) in (Z3]), we obtain
|Tk17k2 (Za le LQ} X7 S)|

\/g —2k1—2ko
< kllﬁ/2k;€2/2(kl + kg)(k1+k2)/2 (7 Hlin{63 — 2,00 — Cl}) L(k1+k2)/2

4 3/2 1 k1
. e—5(1—6/2)(s/€1+(1—s)k2)L‘ . |1 _ Z|k2 12
z
(- dePl, gl D) (3,30
o 11—zl Jp,, 27 |1 —z| Jp, o0 i
n= »in ,out
1
ﬁ 1 jdn Y| .l jdn| L )
— |1—Z| TR 2T |1—z| IR oot 2 7711
11= in Jou
r 2)
1—2[ / |d€ | e );1—s)h(|§_(2)|)/ |dn;, |em(vg>;1—s)h(|ng2)|)
27T 22 2T ig 1/°
ia=1"1L I'r

On the other hand, note that the function e decays super-exponentially along the integration contours. We

obtain 0
m(uDss | |
[ e
', inUI'L out

where C is a positive constant. Here the term L® comes from the function h near the point uz(ll) =0, and

<CLS.- L Y*<CL® (3.40)

L~1/* from the change of variables. We have similar estimates for all other integrals on the right hand side
of (339). Thus we obtain

| Ty ks (25 L1, Lo, X5 8)|

< KRR (e 4 hy) (i HR) 2Rk [13004k2) o 4 (1=e/2) (ka4 (1-)ka) 177 (3:41)

for a different constant C'if |z| = r € (0, 1) is fixed. Note that L13(F1Hk2) <« edelshit(1-9)k2)L*? ag T, hecomes
large. Lemma follows immediately.
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